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Application No. 


Applicant(s) 


Interview Summary 


09/808,475 


FABER ET AL 


Examiner 


Art Unit 


DANIEL LASTRA 


3622 


All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 


(1 ) DANIEL LASTRA . 


(3). 


(2) JOHN P. WARD . 


(4). 


Date of Interview: 19 July 2007 . 

Type: a)K Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)D No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: ±. 

Identification of prior art discussed: Lauffer (6.223.165) . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)Q was reached. g)E3 was not reached. h)D N/A. 


Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: The Applicant submit a proposed amendment which adds the limitation "balance to 
be paid to the user: enabling the user to purchase one or more items advertised by the selected link bv deducting 
from the balance to be paid to the user". The Examiner answered that said limitation appears to overcome the Lauffer 
reference which would require a further search and/or reconsideration . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 


Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 



Examiner's signature, if required 


U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-413(Rev. 04-03) 


Interview Summary 


Paper No. 20070719 


Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 
A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference or ttilm^^^^y^Z^ t r 

application whether or not an agreement with the exam ner was reached at tha te,ephone ,nte,view re 9 ar d to an applicat.on must be made of record in the 


v . ~ : ■ ~. wlJ m^^u-.auc, viuwu conierence, o 

application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

^ Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner a rnmni 0 t« 
"«e action n^ 

any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disa^rnTnt o?S " ' he N ° at,en,ion be ^ ,0 

.ncompietet^ b3Sed eXC ' USiV ^ " the ^ * «*" Office if that record is «self 

.Heexamin^in^ 

which bear directly on the question of patentability. P°n 5 .onuy to see mat such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each intervipw hoirt w/h.™ * rv^**« * A 
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and fining in the blanks ^^8^S^ a ,K«rrl^d^ , T n fTT^ * U ™ 9 the 
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in SecHon 8 2 '01 of th^Manuf I nf pJiTnt p " ^ S °' ely to restriction 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like are excluded I Lm th^nt»^l° f Pat6 ? 1 t f. Xamini . ng Proced "re. or pointing 
substance ofan interview iscompleteiy recced in an Examiner^^^ 

-Contents"^^ ^e ■ Srrnls USSS ^T^P °T ^ " d "*« ° n the 

conclusion of the interview. In the case of a'telephone ^Si£S^£^X^i lileSo the £2ST y " *• 
either w*h or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspond from ^»^er t^^'SS? a " C0 ,7 esp0ndenc , e address 
circumstances dictate, the Form shouid be mailed prompt* after the inte'mew rathlX„ 0r lf ° ther 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted ' 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so a descriotion nf tho nonorai ,r~ 

n= rt «^ 

- The agneture of in. examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not en attachment to a signed Office action) 
ehenld he 'nSeThSSeT.'h^ th^Tt^ 

S^rin^^ 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an Identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed urIpcc fhoco a r... * ^ 

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner UDSiant,ve nawre discussed, unless these are already described on the 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

( I ne identification of arguments need not be lenqthv or elaborate a vprhatim nr h;„h.v, ama 

required. The identification of the arguments is Lnffi tf^ n i!^K» StM^^*^'* 0 " °' ^ ar 9 uments is "«* 
examiner can be understood in the context of VtwmS^an file Of ™» ml , pr L nC,pal ar 9 uments ™de to the 

describe those arguments whk* he or £^X%S#t. p S eto, E £JCJ *" * CmphaSi2e a " d fU "* 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and examiner.) 

* 'JESS? 9Cneral reSUltS " ° UtC ° me ° f ,hC in,erVi6W ' Un,6SS alread ^ described in the ""*■•« Summary Form competed by 
accurate, t E heTxSe?w« 

Examiner to Check ?or Accuracy 

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should senH a !»»»«- cofti„„ t~t* n. 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accuse the ^S^ukfrl^M e * a , m,ner 8 X ersion of the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along v£.h the date and the examTnTs " i*fate ' ™ e ™ W ReC ° rd ° K °" the 


